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DETAILED ACTION 

This is the initial office action based on the application filed on 7/22/2003. 
Priority date that has been considered for this application is 7/22/2003. 
Claims 1 - 12 are currently pending and have been considered below. 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: typographical 
errors. The following listing of typographical errors is not meant to complete and 
exhaustive of all typographical errors in the specification. Applicant is fully responsible 
for performing spell checking to properly identify and correct all typographical errors. 

In the first sentence of paragraph [0004]: a space is missing between "execution" and 
"takes": "an interpreter program can translate source code while e x e cut i ontak e s 
execution takes place." 

- In the first sentence of paragraph [0004]: a space is missing between "execution" and 
"takes 11 : "...an interpreter program can translate source code while oxocutiontak e s 
execution takes place" 

- In the second sentence of paragraph [0030]: a space is missing between "are" and 
"not: "...the results made by the conventional test programs afenot are not accurate" 

In the last sentence of paragraph [0030]: a space is missing between "for" and "the": 
"...the test program already written fortho for the DOS F language ... 
Appropriate corrections are required. 
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Claim Objections 

2. Claims 3, 9, and 1 1 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
typographical error. 

- Claims 3 and 9: the word "operating" is missing between "Windows™" and "system": 
"a Windows™ operating system". 

- Claim 11 : a white space is missing between "parse" and "to": "...the second pafsete 

* 

parser to an output port" 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 3 and 9 contain the trademark/trade name Windows™. Where a 
trademark or trade name is used in a claim as a limitation to identify or describe a 
particular material or product, the claim does not comply with the requirements of 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. See Ex parte Simpson, 218 USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 
1982). The claim scope is uncertain since the trademark or trade name cannot be used 
properly to identify any particular material or product. A trademark or trade name is 
used to identify a source of goods, and not the goods themselves. Thus, a trademark or 

* 

trade name does not identify or describe the goods associated with the trademark or 
trade name. In the present case, the trademark/trade name is used to identify/describe 
the operating system and, accordingly, the identification/description is indefinite. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1 - 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hodge (US 6,715,141). 

Examiner's Note: The first and second parsers of the claimed interpreter are software 
components that are made up purely of program instructions. These two parsers can, therefore, 
be implemented as separate software entities performing separate parsing functions as 
disclosed by Applicant or as a single software entity capable of performing all parsing functions 
as disclosed by Hodge. It is just a matter of implementation choices to chose one or the other 
for performing the same parsing functions. 

- Claim 1 . 

Hodge discloses a computer system (Col. 1, lines 5-8: "The present invention relates 
generally to computer programming language interpreter and particularly, to system and 
method for multiphase single pass interpreter.") comprising: 
• a memory comprising: 

(All computer systems must inherently contain memory components for data storage.) 
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- a message center, 

(Fig. 1 , item 1 14 - "p-code generator/executor" - and associated text, e.g., Col. 
4, lines 9-45. 

Fig. 1 , item 120 - "expression evaluator" - and associated text, e.g., Col. 3, lines 
33-44.) 

- an interpreter for interpreting data in a multiple task system, the interpreter 
comprising: 

(Fig. 1, item 100 - "multiphase single pass interpreter".) 

- a scanner for reading at least one command from an input port and 
providing a token according to the category of the command] 

(Fig. 1, items 118 and 106 - "scanner" and "lexical analyzer" - and 
associated text, e.g., Col. 3, lines 7 - 23.) 

- a first parser for interpreting the command when the token indicates the 
first parser; and 

(Fig. 1 , item 1 10 - "parser" - and associated text, e.g., Col. 3, lines 24 - 
30. Col. 4, lines 1 - 8. "..The parsed commands are executed 
immediately unless they are wrapped in a control logic block...") 

- a second parser for interpreting the command when the token indicates 
the second parser, for temporarily storing data generated after interpreting 
the command into the message center in the memory, and for executing 
the data stored in the message center after interpreting all other 
corresponding commands; and 
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(Fig. 1 , item 1 10 - "parser" - and associated text, e.g., Col. 3, lines 24 - 
30. 

* 

Fig. 1, item 1 14 - "-p-code generator/executor" - and associate text, e.g., 
Col 4, lines 9 - 46.) 

• a processor for processing programs and data stored in the memory. 

(All computer systems must inherently contain a processor for executing instructions, 
processing data, displaying results, etc., e.g., Fig. 8.) 

Claim 2 . 

Hodge discloses the computer system of claim 1 wherein the interpreter further 
comprises: 

• a symbol table for providing a mapping of commands and symbols, in order to convert 
symbols input at the input port into commands. 

(Fig. 1, item 112 -"symbol table" - and associated text, e.g., Col. 3, lines 50-56.) 

- Claim 3 . 

Hodge discloses the computer system of claim 1 wherein 

• the multiple task system is a Windows™, system. 

(Col. 3, lines 57 - 67: "DynaScript®" is a programming language operable on 
Windows™ systems. 

See attached NPL "Brochure" of "DynaScript Technologies" for more details.) 

- Claim 4 . 

Hodge discloses the computer system of claim 1 wherein 
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• the input port is a command line or a script file. 

(Fig. 1 , item 102 - "source buffer" - and associated text, e.g., Col. 3, lines 5-14. 
"...source code ...character stream...".) 

- Claim 5 . 

Hodge discloses the computer system of claim 1 wherein 

• the first parser and the second parser can output data generated after interpreting the 
command by the first parser and the second parser to an output port. 

(Col. 3, lines 63 - 65. "All output, including the evaluated expressions is directly sent to 
the stand output, e.g., STDOUT stream.") 

- Claim 6 . 

Hodge discloses the computer system of claim 5 wherein 

• the output port is a file stored in the memory: 

(All output generated by an interpreter, or any software application, that needs to be 
retained must inherently be stored as a file in memory regardless of whether or not the 
result is to be displayed for view to the user.) 

- Claims 7 - 12 :are method claims for performing a method corresponding to the 
method performed by the system of claims 1 -6, respectively; Therefore, claims 7-12 
are rejected for the same reason set forth in connection to the rejection of claims 1 - 6 
above, respectively. 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. See the attached Notice of References Cited. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thai Van Pham whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1064. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 8am - 3pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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